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REMARKS 



7 and 24 are 
p^vide correct 
(Claims 1-2S remaia 



By this Amendment, claims 6, 7 and 24-28 are amended. Claims 6, 
amended to include patentable limitations. Claims 25-28 are amended to 
dependency. Claims 1-5 and 8-23 remaixi as originally filed. Accordingly, 
pending in the application. 

Allowable Subject Matter 



Pursuant to the Office Action, claims 9-23 stand allowed and claimis 3, 4 and 6-8 stand 
objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim^ but would be all i^wable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any Intervening claims. 
Applicants gratefully acknowledge the Examiner's indication of ttie allowe^ and allowable 
claims with the accompanying statement of reasons for ihe indication of allpwable subject 
matter. Allowable claims 6 and 7 have been rewritten in independwt form jas suggested by the 

Examiner. Allowable claims 3 and 4 depend indirectly from patentable bas b claim 1, as will be 

i 

described, and therefore are likewise allowable as origiaaUy presented. AUjjwable claim 8 

I 

depends directly from patentable base claim 7 (as amended herein), and thejfefore is likewise 
allowable as originally presented. Accordingly, Applicants submit that clailpis 1-4 and 6-28 are 
allowable for the reasons stated herein and respectfully request the Examin* ^ to issue a Notice of 
Allowabilily for the pending claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §102 

Pursuant to the Office Action, claims 24-28 stand rejected under 35 
being anticipated by Japanese Patent No. 9- 197 1 57. The Examiner asserts 
reference teaches "an optical fiber connector structure 1 for connecting 
holder ot body 4 for connecting optical fibers or fiber stubs and a view 
the quality of the splice can be viewed giving a visual indicator when light 
passed through the splice/' and thus, fully meets the claim limitations o] 
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Office Action at page 3. 



Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection, while reserving the right to present 
evidence and arguments that the elements 16, 17, 18 depicted in the Japanese reference do not 
constitute a view port through which a visual indication of the quality of a at>lice can be viewed. 
Independent ^i^iirt 24 has been amended herein to include the patentable liiftitations of allowable 
claim 7. In particular, claim 24 has been amended to include the further lin|itations that the fiber 
optic connector is provided with a housing having an inner surface defimng| a cavity extending 
longitudinally therethrough, a feinile holder disposed at least partially withjii the cavity^ a femile 
disposed at least partially within the ferrule holder with the first optical fib^: disposed at least 
partially within the fenule, and a cam member disposed about the ferrule mder. Accordingly, 
claim 24 is allowable for at least the same reasons as claim 7. Claims 25-2| have been amended 
to depend directly from patentable base claim 24, and thus, are likewise allowable for at least the 
same reasons. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the Examiner t| withdraw the 
rejection of claims 24-28 under 35 U.S.C. §l02(b). 



Pursuant to tiixe Office Action, claims 1, 2 and 5 stand rejected undet 35 U.S^C § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by United States Patent No. 6,540,410 (Childers et al,\ T|he Examiner asserts 
that Childcrs et aL teaches "an optical fiber connector comprising: a housint 22 with a cavity into 
which is placed a spring element 28 and spring element seat 30, 31 and a fdprale 34, femile 
spring 38 and femile holder 40 all of which are inserted into the housing 22p and thus, fully 
meets the claim limitations of the rejected claims. Office Action at page 4, 



Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. With respect to indef endent claim 1, 
Childei^ et al > does not identically disclose (or even arguably suggest) the cf aimed spring element 
inserted into the cavity (of the housing) through the forward opening of the {housings In Childers 

etaL tibie inner housing 24 and the ferrule assembly 26 (comprising ferrule 34, feixule holder 36, 

t 

ferinle spring 38 and crimp body 40) are assembled and inserted into the rekr of the oufter 
housing 22. See column 4, lines 27-30, column 5, lines 1 1-14 and FIGS. 3- j4. *'The main spring 
28 is then inserted into the rear end of the outer housing 22 and over the ni !>ular rear end of the 
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crimp body 40 until the spring abuts an amxular flange 52 formed on the cripp body." Column 5, 
lines 18-21 and HGS. 3-4 (emphasis added). Thus, claim 1 is patentable for at least this reason. 
Dependent claim 2 foifher requires a spring element retainer disposed abon.'^ a forward end of 
thefemde holder. In Childeis et al.. 'the spring retainer 30 is inserted into jthe rear end of the 
outer housing 22. The spring retainer is a generally ciq^shaped body whos( | forward end receives 
the rear end of the main spring 28." Column 5, lines 22-26. Hie forward e id of the main spring 
28 engages the flange 52 on the crimp body 40 (column 5, lines 20-21) and 
body in turn fits over the rear end of the ferule holder 36 and the fentde spi jing 38'* (column 4, 
lines 65-66). Accordingly, Childers et al . does not identically disclose the (jlaimed front-loading 
optical fiber coimeotor and claim 2 is patentable for at least this additional ijeason. Furthermore, 
claims 2 and 5 depend directly from patentable base claim 1, and thus, are Ukewise allowable for 
at least tixe same reasons. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the 
withdraw the rejection of claims 1, 2 and 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 
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APR 1 3 2006 



CONCLUSION 

In view of the fbregoing amendments and Uiese remarks, AppKcanti j respectMly request 
the Exaramer to withdraw the rejections to the claims and to reconsider the j^lication. 
Amendment is fully responsive to the Office Action and places the applies 
immediate allowance. Accordingly. Applicants lespectfblly request tiie Ex 
Notice of AllowaWHiy for the pending claims 1-28. Applicants encourage i 
contact the undersigned directly to further the prosecution of any remaining ji 
e:^edite allowance of the application. 



This 
in in condition for 
lertoissuea 
1 lie Examiner to 
issues, and thaehy 



rxamine 



I extension 



This Amendment xesults in two (2) more independent claims than p 
Accordingly, a fee for excess independent ckims in the amount of $400 
total claims in the amount of $100 are believed to be due. The Examme|jr 
to charge any fee due in connection with the filing of this response, incli 
claims, to Deposit Account No- 19-2167. If a fee is required for an 
C,F,R. §1.136 not ahready accounted for, srach an extension is requested 
likewise be charged to Deposit Account No. 19-2167. Any overpayment 
Deposit Account No, 19-2167. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Christopher C, Dremajm 
Attomey for Applicants 
Registration No. 36,504 
P, O. Box 489 
Hickory, N.C. 28603 
Telephone: 828/901-5904 
Facsimile: 828/901-5206 



Dated: April 13, 2006 
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